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ofher conclusions in vour mind, do you? the Supreme eourt
Woell, T have reached prinei-

unanimous yvolee?
naplmous e . thut Is, 1 have beésn confirmed Lo my

Mr Smith, A mnajority
those who acospt would
In good standing In the

in ®o on record
T

d i

1 think It did, =sir
That Is to say,
marriages were solomnlzsd In the church
after Cictobar, 1887

No: 1 ean not say as to that
Wall, If the chureh solemin-
Ized marringes after that time It did not
aeeopt thit decision ag concluslve apon It,

Of enurse, anly
be considersd an
thit have been pevealed to me, shown o
me, on which I was Ignorant before, by

Has any rovela-
: reakon and facts

nde by God to the first
the church and presanted by
boen rojocted?
I do not know that It has;
not that 1 know aof

uweratand vour answor. Mr Stenographer,

will you pleass youd it
What Counsel Was Seeking.

Hefore wo procesd any
I asaurte that sl these
conneciod with the religlous
Mormon church are to be shown subae.
quently to have some relation 1o clvil nf-
Unless that g true 1 myscll abject
to golng into

answnr presonts
precisely the question T pul to you o Hitle
UNot thst 1 know of” you res
o you know, as tho head of the
church, what revelntlons to your pl--;do-
vessbrm are binding upon the church?

as [ have stated

Senotor Balley
church practiced polygnmy, or plural mnr-
ringen, at least, after the manifesto

1 know: but that wos
a long, long tUme aftor Lhnt,
Ing now of 1518, when the Supreme court

sabmitted Lo the church and accepted by declded the law to he constitutional

! : L L]
T e Bhettrs: Gpom AN 1 do not think Congress ha

aznvthing to do with that unléss thalr re

man, that I do not Know of any marriages
In some way with . v

veenrring after that declsion.

Senator Hoveridge,
permit me (o asle You to what polnt theso
auestions are addressed—whot issue they
Are 1o sustain? This deals with somathing
that aoourred twant
v, 1 do not know whit tesues have beon
decided upon hers,

liglon. connrelo

tho counsel asked thelr eivil or: potitical affairs.

you If any revelation of the hedd of tha
church had Leen rejseted
Is entirsly oertinent

not know of any that have baen rejected Synator Honr

1 auppose you will make
Senntor Hoor n '

that question stutement with this qualifleation or
merely oivil or pelitical they deem

Thers tnay have been; 1 do | FOLIloUS miltlers, on the one hand, or whather he has taken

not know of any
Senator Houar.
ter in which you have an Ipspired Knowl-

Senntar of the United States,
10 an organlzatlian—

Hopkins Stands by Tayler

I do nat think cotin-
W rediired to discloxe
If e enn #late to the ohilr
that tho testimony Is for the purpose of
suptaining his position here It frequontly
happens that a lawyer, In the examination
of a witness, tnkes u course to develop a

with great foroe
The chalr suppoxad that
this wis preliminary

1

No Revelation Rejected,

But you do nol kaow of
revelatlon o Im-

Senatar Balley 1 hnve dssumed that it
wias ool have sald nothing up 1o this time
But =0 far ne concerns what they belleve,
it does not concorn mo unles=s L rolates to
thelr conduet in eivll and politiea] affalrs.

The Chalrman
any Instancoe whers thi
partad to the church has been ro

In what different wayn
recielve revelations?
do not know,

large numbers of members of Lthe church

LAV refactod the 1 did Joseph Emilth,

Initlated, appear to be directly In point,
but when 1t 18 developed It disclosnn the
renwoniblensss of the entlre exumination

Has Fnith in Prophet.

Do veu place any falth ot

those people who rejected ft® :

r? but as far ns I, as a member
What became of the
people who re d the divine revelntion:
weore they unchurched?

as to how ho received those revelations?

of tho cehurch then®

He does not? .
thy spleit of God
the spirit of God?

Unchurched by Not Belleving.

The Chairmnan They unchurched them- interpretation

4 Joseph Smith ever say litre more than

thut God or an angel appeared to him In

if you had n revela-
to your people
polygamy of Roed Smoat
Inthmated that

That s what T nghked you a
wns golng to prove that
Not necessarily
Not necessariiy ?
which I did place
ahi ¥o v of the Almighty or of nn angel?
distingulsh between this unswer and o)
ong you Just guve How otherwise d1d he ¢lalm
Smaont—bronuso
guestion, In the last apnlyals,
his right to Ix

M prople are glven
litrgost possihle latitude for thelr convie-
and If & mon rejects a mexsagno that
Iz still moral and
Iple=s of tha gos-

By the spirit of the Lord
And In thoat woy, such roev- Senntor of the
I may glve (o hin
beljeves In the main prlng
el and deslres to continuoe In hils mem-
bBership I the churceh, he Is permittod to
remain and he
only those who on rejecting a revelation
and withdraw
from the church at Lhelr own volltlon
Senatoy Hoar, }
tlone glven through you and
cegsors have always

ls, ns exhibit-
the law of the church of w
arthodox member,

revelations cancerning
plural morriases woas recelved by Joseph

And was published by him, | through |ts history, as oxhibited by fts

bwen from God? fgome members

expressive of his state of mind or na |n-

Senator Hoar

what hi=2 renal obligatlom
untit wa have really examined, ndt on the
precisoly what

I= 1o this church
ons of your revélatlions but still belleve in
the main principles of the church are at
liberty to remain in the church

is now dAbout time

the,church and [ts
Smoot wants to whally

upon that branch

of the sxamination |
Tay It e n good time s0 far as
examinnilon Is concornod
n. The committes will now
tnke o recess until 2 olel
Thersipon (at 11 o'clock antd 45 minutes

doming (rom God to yvou I= not one of the

maln principles of the ¢church®

the person who rejects It reject the dipect

authority of (iod? &

Yes, slr; no doubt he dors
Sendtor Hour

member of the church?

and that Is the

church of which he is a member
Senutor Beverldge, 1 undersiand you to
then, that the histary of the church

dclosez what 1= real spirit and purpose

Revelations Submitted Conference.

The commitice reassembled st

Senator Hoar good standing if

Altbough disobeying the
I have no obiection
gquestions whatever

direct commandm

say a few words® .
Smith’'s examination proceeds T would | {he time and Aid not enteh the pertinence
or drift of them except by
vou have muade

Worthington Takes s Hand

gind to honr you the stateme=nt

But Are They Free?
1 should like to say

honorable goentlemen thut the membears of
the Mormon church are among the freest

1 enderstood you o say
the revelations which came to the presl-
dént of the church, before they

1= directed to things
facts are admitted In the pl
and 1 submi It s sl

wore aceopted or submitted to the

Christion denominatlons vote of the entire church

anited on every principle.
entitied to his own opinton and his own
views and hls own
and wrong ¥o long ns they do not come
in confllct with the standerd principles of
If a man asgumes to deny

They are not all Ings In Lhis case

Senator Hoar
as 1 undarstood you to state, that
A majority rejected such a revelation, al-
thaoueh this never had happened and was
not likely In your judgment to Rappes, In
thot case It would not become a part of
the sstablisghed

ne=Es about the declslons of the Supremo
Stiates, which we law-
verg proctically know by henrt, nnd whi
every member of the commitice knows
The Suprome colrt of

ptions of right court of the United

draw fellowship from him  If . man comi-

tional that o man's religious beliaf would

In counting that major-
1 the votes of women counted,
orly the votes of men?

Women and men

ugalnst him for having two wives
was o sories of decislons, all of
#et forth In the printed papers hero
last of which was In 1889
ered In 1500; ond in Septemiber,

Tilee witness against
violste the curdinnl principlos of the goa-

thelr nelghbora o

chureh withdraw= 1ts fellowahip from Lhat
man &nd b ceases o be o member of thoe
But ko long as & man or a wo-
virtuous and belleves
in God and hae a ttle falth o the church
0 long we nurture and ald

purported to be & revolatinon from God (o
the Mormon people, was adopted by thom
conlérence aasembled,
wns renouncod
wasz admitted
upon the condition that thereatter polyg-
amy should not

It docs seem Lo ma that we a
maiters which
and that we sught to
come down at least to things that hap-
pened after the State was admitted to the
1 have made no objection,
felt ag the Senator who asitad these ques-

As to Plural Marriage.

You were spraking just he-
fore the recess. Mr. Smith, about the rev.
elation respecting plural marriages
was glven to
Emith In 183 was publicly promulgated
by Brigham Young In 15527
Smith. Yes, sir

The Mormon
then in Utah, that Is, their headquarters

member of the chiureh, thavgh he may not
belleve all that 12 revesled

I should like to say this to you, In polnt
that a revelation
contained In that
certained by actual count that not more
than parhaps 3 or 4 per cent of the moem-
herghip of the Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-day Bnints ever enterad Into that
rest of the mémbers
of the church abstoined from that prinel-
ple and did not enter into It, and many
thousands of them never recelved
belisved it but they wers not cut off from

It has beon as- have po pertinency

here I8 lrrelevant, and that very many of
the questionsg which have been asked are
ought never to be psked
of any man In any tribunal”in this coun-
| am not his counsel,
he does not refer to Reed Smoot, but If
I were on thoe stand and asked as to com-
munlcations 1 had had
and what 1 belis
I should take
the court of last
submit he ought not
private bellefs wnd con-
vietlons dre, as was suggested here by un-
other Senator who 8 not here t

prople were there at that time, T asaume?

though they may have been
tell you as to that
When did the practice of

shippod and they are st memboers of the tiking plural wives begin, a8 a matter of

church that Is what T wish to say
Senntor Dubois understand you Thera were a few whn re from the Almighty

celvad the dostrine under the direot teanh-
Ing of Jozaph Smith and antersd Into it 3t
that time, before his death.

never belleved in the dootrine of plural

misunderstand
I'da not undertake to eay that they

I accopt your statement on
But do ¥ou mean to aay that
any member of the Mormon church In the
past or at the present time says openly
that he does not belleve In the principle of

helwern his recaptlon of
the revelption and dAeparture of the
plrnplfr of 1h:n1 rrﬂhurrn for 1tah the prac-
tire was carrle ; -
SATFiva’on Voimome extent, was that might have an effect upon his busi-
r . w
“31 Smith, To 'a Hmited extent; 588 Reoed Smoot |8 not charged with polyga-
has ever appearesd to sus-
1f it 18 charged he has
wilygamy, or encouriged un-
lawful cohabltation
thing to which we ghould

The Chalrman

To o limited sxtent?
Mr 8mith. To a very limitad axtent.
Whiat was the answer®
Mr. Smith. To a limited extent.
Tayler. From
renched UUtah until 1852 T helleva It han al-
ways baen clalmed, and I suapect the fact
10 be, that there was no local law eontrol-
the subject of the marringe relation?
Mr. Smith. None that I know of.
In 1862 was passed the first
Isw making blgamy, or the taking of more
than one wife, an offenss

Mr. Smith Yes, sir,

Mormon View of Law.

bellsve it was always
contended, or for many years contended,
by the peaple and leaders of the Mormon
church that that law was unconstitutional,
belng an infringement upon the right
of people to warship God aceording to the
dletates of thelr own eonsclences.

Mr. Smith. Our people took the ground
that It was an unconstitutionn! Iaw.
foll remembar when
the T'nited States

I know that there are jun-
of my own knowledge. who say
they never did bellave In It and nover ald
recelvs {t, and they are members of the
church in good fellowship. Only the other
day I heard a man, prominent among us,
4 man of wealth, too, say that he had re-
celved all the princlples of Marmonism
=xcept plural marriage. and that he never
hed recelved It and eould not ses it
myself hbard him say it within the last

taln that charge
The Chalrman.

I understand the Sena-
tor from Indlana withdraws hia objec-

SBenator Beveridge. I made no objec-
tion, Mr, Chuirman,

The Chalrman Or rather, no objection
No objectlon was
[ asked o statloment of the polnt
to which these questions wero addressed,
20 that 1 could Intelllgently

Provaed, Mr, Tayler

Revelation Foundation Stone.
the dact
inapiration of the head of :h:.- :lt?n?rr.o!{ :::c?

to one of the funda-
mental or n n-flmdamentul’dnctl'ln; =

Mr. Bmith. The prinel
Is & fundamental princlp

Benntor Hoar

m.
The Chalrman
rapldly as possible.

le of rew
elation Senator Foraker,

} l-; l}':e chureh,
" the revelp-
tions given to the head of the ehureh k7
:hut & fundamental doctrine of Mormon-

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir
Senator THoar.
son. who does not balleve
tion given through the head of the church
cemes from God reject ;
lo of .\!l:rm’nnlsrn"
o does, always o -
Intion 1 a divine rawhllun} e b

Let the stenographer

The stenographer read as follows:
1 will may this,
that I do not know of any imarriages occur-
ring after that dacislon
Dots or does not the Supreme eourt o
declared that law constitutional?

Mr. Bmith. No: 1 could not tell you ex-
th date. 1 think It was somewhere

thiot a revela. marriage, 1 suppose?

i fundamental mean, plural marrlages
Fixing a Date.

Mr. Bmith, In order that 1

In 1578, was {t not?

Mr. Smith. Wan It {n 15787 1 could not
tell youn, sir, fr]om memory,

Lt was declured eonstitu-
tlonal in the R\?s nuidn :aln‘;-
No, wir; Ink It was &
prnlul.’!; ;Iihgl [il t;l‘?a_l'_ l!;jn Reynolds e“l‘:
was declded, elfeve, by the Supremo
colirt of the United Sfates SO

Mr. Tavler. Yes.

Mr. Smith. But that the question of the
law was not declded untll o later date {8
my underatanding of )

It_comes through the head of the church,
When It is divine, 1t slwayy
I6: whep (U x dlvine, most decldedly.
The Choirman.
stand thoat—""when It |8 divine ™
revelations, nnI\-rhynu notT
AVE never reln L8
nor do 1 profess to have rr:e?!\vndmiv?‘ellf-'
s lrlw\'vr E«.If‘l }l‘ hndhu revelation ex-
cept 80 far a8 Gos a8 ahown o :
ke-talled Mormonism R ivins
truth, that Is all,

yaurs, | will ask you this: Weo have fixed
the date of this degision
understanding
of vour statement (hat, 80 far a8 you are
aAware, na pnlyl];amnux marringe hias besn
performed with the sanction of the church
slnes the fall of 1587

not guite under-

be understood that way.
What |e the fact?

Mr. Smith, What 1 wish to be under-
stood s saying s that 1 know of no mnr-
ringe= occurring wmfter
of the Supreme court of the United Stute
on that nuestlon, and It was atcepted by
Ie ns the decision of the
the United States.

Mr. Tavler. Thon you do know of mar-
rlages occurring after the decision of 1878
in the Reynolds cuso?

1 think likely I do
You mean, Mr. Tayler,

o

Mr. Worthington.
should we take up timea in discussing when
upreme court of the

shewn o you by God? it B
Mr. S8mith. By inapiration. a decislon of the
T United Btutes was rendersd?

elan was yentdered In 1878 and 414 hold the

lnw to be constitutional.
of taking up time with 1t?

M It ennbles us 1o
:erﬁ‘ rn‘ur.th m:ro‘mu;;!—nr;d I'm
n o inlerest of speed—I1f wa u
these historical fnu::s_ ey
from the mouth of cousel, anyhow.
the church acoept

cocs it come in thy shipe of &
‘The thirgs of God know-
¢th no man but the spirlt of God"”: and T
can not tell vou any moare than that 1 re-
.ﬂf': and that testimony

You do not mean that you
reached L by any process of reasoning or
by any other method by which you reach

What Is the uss

diived that know)
by the jplrll of G Thoe Chalrman.
Mr. 1 plural marringes?

1 am glad we get it
Mr. Tayler. Of course | refer to plural

Mr. Smith. Yeu, sir Mr. S8mith. No. #fir; not in every In- Mr. Toyler. What officlal position did | an offense for the purcoss of con
Sepotor Foaraker, What l= the date of | stunee he oreupy? Road Smoot would 1ot be thought
tho fNnol declslon, 15887 Mr. Tavier. Why not? Mr. Smith. He was onie of the twelve | Offered by any attorney, and would ng
Mr  Worthington. The final declslon Mr. Smith. Well, 1 dan’t know why not Mr. Tayler. Was ho n polygoamist? bo recelved by any courl, H
was In 1560 It was simply beécauso they have not | Mr. Smith. I belleva he woa. 1 do not | Would he opposed to our  fundaments
Sonutor Fornker. Janunry, 1507 been. know much about his family relations gense of Justico (o Introdues HBY . Bl

Mr. Worthingion 0, I have the sxaot Mr. Tarxler T2 It beea

dinte here. 11 was May 15, 1590, of genernl interest, or that all of the | he had moro than one wife or not? in n court. As Senator Hopkins
Mr Tavier. | want to interpolate here, | poople need to know of? Mr. Smith. I could not say that [ know ! that time, this is not o court: but 1 I
in regard to final deelsion. OF course therg Mr. Smith. A great many of these reve | that he had, but I bellovoe that ho had | thore are many eminent lswyers hes
was lots of Jitigation, bul the word “Mnnl" | glations are local Mr. Worthington. At what time are | Who are Senntors, ot this tabls and on
has o lgniticancs at all,  In 1578 the Su- Mr Tayvler. Locdl? you speaking of? this committos listening 10 the tont
preme Court of the United States declared Mr. 8mith. In their nature. They apply Mr. Tovier Doring  his Hfettme, of | many. Fram my standpoint, 1 gea no m
the liw to local mattors oLrEn distinetlon na to s helng in .
Ay, Smith, The lhw of 192 Mr. Tayler. Yos exoctly Mr. Worthington., That would be high- | tlon to fundumental justics to in
Mr. Tayler. Which made plural mar- Mr. Smith, And thess. in many In- | ¥ probable, The question ja whether It | testimony ns 1o Teasdalo, as to
ringes  unluwful  conatitutlonnl in every | atances, are not incorporated In the gen- | was before or after the manl{esto Cannon, and as to A, B and © for
respiel. oril revaelations, and in the Book of Doc- Senator Foraker. When did he die? purpose of affecting Poed Bmoot than
Senator Fornker, 1 underatand; but the | qrine and Covenants Mr. Tayler He died In 1584, T bellevae, | Would be In o court of justies
witness sald he knew of no plural mar- ’ M you know any of hia wivea? sSupposo that the testimony should:
riages subsequent to Illr-I !I““: -It-rrl‘!!!-rll nnd President Explains, hMl‘ f;rr-itl: I have known some of them | Intes tl‘.‘wlhmul the eommittos should
thi aeceptance of it by his church. e o . o y ®ight. colve it, that A, BB and € hav
Mr Smith. Thatls right. s Tayien. For AnStenta;Setins s 300 oM Tayter. DI4 you know Marian | the 1aw’ of the marriagn Felation. 4
Senator Foraker only wanted to know ! K o . colea Cannon? . tIs recelvaid) are you gothg to 1
the date of the acceptance. Did that fol u\ihlrl.:rr.!:.:‘- .f\r‘nll!:fr:‘-h'trrr:\‘h.wnnm g Mr. Smith, No, sir Smoot & seat in the T‘ﬁl:{':lr St!l?::

low Immediately  after this doecislon of Mr Tayler on that praof? 1f you ars,

i ot - Of course the Inw or reve-
Mi"l_" 31};'1‘;: anmnio, Intion suspending polygamy (+ a matter - PKIIPW Lillian Hamllton. l‘;’::ﬂ\i’[‘lrl':ll““\"_‘.‘ﬂu ﬂnfiﬂb‘ hiesw, |i-'f:nuln
Sow [ o o0 2. Lt Qo pis i oh. h Tavier " i N i 8 ] s0me peopie
Senator Foraker. 15 that the date you | ihst does affect sverybody In the church r pavier. 1 mean Litlan Hamin DI | e R oTore  Ch ;'.n_‘r';m:téo

refer to” Mr Sml'.”‘ Yes - ¥ B“\l;' klg-w her > . . "Kopt up thole relntions: th
Mr. Tavler And vou hnve soyght to Mr. Smith I know her by sight: yes : ne 1a,

I’f?lz if'i'ﬁr';hf’-"}‘ rfrnr?t-rnmt'r Tollowing: | ¢ eorm them all. but ot by menns of Mr. Tayler Do yon Know her now? lrn_il;;# nrl living with mare than one
il i . |'putting It within the ecovers of one of Mr. Smith. Yes: | Know her now f0 at It s unnocassary to go on

Sepator Foraker. Pardon me for Inter- | Lo Inapired books? Mr. Tayler. Wnas she his wife? s nll that 1s required " If, on the
Fupting. Ate, Tayieri 1 was pot hevo QUre |i<wrr “amitly Vi Mr, Smith. That Is my understanding, | Deod, that class of testimany (s not
:lll.tcnlll-- fl r.—! Few ]lnlinmul-_-i.‘:r. .”-.;.p::x:lmwvl Mr. Tavier.  The varlous vevelations | that she was hix wite !m.- to deny Mr. Bmont n eeat i the

and did not hear the quos thiot ave published in the Book of Doc- Mr Taslor Do you knaw when he | 8fe then it ta linmaterind and frrol
Woodruff Manifesto. trine and (‘url-nnhl-'r-u\vru-l twenty-five H)Q‘frrl-;I Iin‘--lr'.' = \ e . and.should not be recelvaed hore
oy i i, (H By not? ST, Smith N0, RBir; do no

Mre Tavler. In 1860 what hos been callad lMl.rhﬂ;:'J“".‘h an\"r-:'c"ilrh = Mr. Tayler. DId you m'-r:'r}' them? Says Protest Is Academlo.
the munifesto of Prealdent Wilford Wood- Mr. Tayler, And ps rnew ravelations Mr Emith. No, sir; T did not. The Senntors will observe that
ruff wis taued. Is that right wern glven they were added to the body Mr. Tayler  How long did you know | they plek up  this protest apd

Mr. Smit 1 thick It i= right, .‘-Ir_ T |of the rovelations previously recelved? har? through wll these oharges, ihers in not,
could not may '[""“I_ll\"'\\' from memaory Mr Smith TFrom time o time they Mr. Smith My first acquaintancs with | from caver to cover, one charge In It

Mr. Tayle That manifesto, T believe, | worn byt not all heér wis In June.  The first time 1 ever | copt scademle guestions.  Thera 18
ia prints 1_! in this protest, or in the answer, Mr. Tayler No; but T menn those thot | sow her was In June, 15888 1 belleve, as | one chargs In It that the voters In Ut
i.-‘il not : aro published in that book? near as I ean recall were not free to vols as they P

Ir. Warthingion, What purports to be Mr. Smith. Yes sir Mr. Tavier “What yvear, Mr Smith? There Is the acadomie question w

of It begins at page 15 Mr. Tuvler You have, T supposs, pub- Mr, Smith. In 153% Eomo time In June, | theoratically  the church  might
w Foraker. The date of that 15 | yanog o great many editiona of the Book [ 1995 have controlled some of thoss votes;
glren hore as Seplember 25, 159 of Doectrina and Covenants? Mr_ Tayler, Where was she living | there 1» no charge that the chureh

Mr. Tayler Yes: [ was looking at the Mr. Smith, Yes, sir then? control them or did atlelnpt to contegl
lirguage of that manifesto, sa far as It Mr. Tavler And #x pecently as 1903 AMr. Smith T am not awnre of whera | tham A
"‘T:-;;“I"I"“‘I“:]"lr'l':"‘-“':‘I;"“"r“F‘I":"i"-'""‘f’ 1 find have put out an editlon of that ;i:nl “IMI In-lr:s: 1 think her home was In Ilﬂ tho samo way, when

f 0 cato efe woras baonk? salt Take Clty rlt those charges, thers

W not teaching polygamy or plural Mr. Smith Waell, T can nobt say that Mr. Tayler Is that whore shs was E® NOT Ono 'I||'|’: nor ane i1:_',],;10 nt|
marri nor pernitting any permon to enter | feoim memory when you heeame acquadnted with her? thit the salectlon of Hegd Smoot to
ftn practico R Mr. Tayler Na: but within the Iast Mr. Emith. ‘That Ia where | flrst saw | Scnate of the 1nited States wan not
r.l.rl.”:r"."p-:n"; -rl:l:-iql*‘rv‘:" :.Tm'i :r:r:-nn ':T"ulh:‘.r‘; ynar, or two, or thres® her, In Balt Lake Clty Fesult of the free expresslon of voters
|l'.': have Huati [-.mn-l-unr'm! l'-;-;\n':‘l"uu-ﬂnu] b Mr Smith. Yes; I think, likely, It i= 80 Mr. Tavler 1'||'] vou sea her aftar thal? If‘ thit In troe, It stems 1o me utt
the conurt of Inst romort i | heroby deolars m;‘ Mr 'S_r‘nl.lh Yea, s]'.' Hogical to sy that this clnss of ey
I rtan T ahmire e igpanome SRR R No Qualifications, Mr. Tayler, Where? mony can go In unless the commitios
use my Infuence with the members of the Mr. Tavler. As the head of the church Mr. Smith. T have sesn her & number | Bolng (o s4) that on that Reed Smootb is
crurcn over which I preside to have them do | have ven given any jnstruction to put --If timen since, In Provo, In Salt Take | 8olng to be charged with and conviel
ke dse within that book of Doctrine and Cove- | €11y, and elsewhore of something thit A B and C have dong

You reenl e fmsun of t catn? nants any expreasfon that the revelation 3 i

My : Snml.E ”\'.-‘n_ wir £ Lhas. mATHine: of Jogeph Smith has besn qualifed? Saw Her in California. Hoar Supposes n Case.

Mr. Tavier. And that wias taken as im- Mr. 8mith.  No, sir, Mr. Tayler  You didl not see her in Call- Benator Hoar. Buppose this wers
plving what’ Mr. Tavier. The revelation -of Josoph | fornia nbout that time? chirge. I do not wish to bo undorstos
Mr. Smilth As (mplying that plural mar- | Smith respecting  plural marringes re- Mr. Smith, I 412, most distinetly now, by putting a question. to mean
rlages would stop In thoe l'liu:c{\ maing In the book? Mr. Tayler, Where? o partleular answer to it ought to

Mr. Smith. Yes, slr. Mr. Smith Tn Los Angeles made. 1 dpo it in order to ng
Is Vague Answer. Mr. Tayler. And in the Iast editions | Mr. Tayler. With whom was she thare? | milter to your attention  Suppose th

Eenptor Hoar, That 1s rather a vague | Just as It dld when first promulgated? _Mr. Smith Sho wns with Abraham | Mr. Smoot belonged to un ns
nuestlon. You say, "That was taken.' Mr. Smith. Yen, slr, Cannon. = counterfoiters. 1 will not say Mr
Tukon by whom? Mr. Tayler. And It remalns now with- Mr. Tayler. Was she marrled to him | particularly. but supposa some oth

AMr. Smith. By the church out expurgatlon or note or anything to | then? membur of the Senats wero charged wi

Mr  Tavier. By the peoplg of vour | #hoW that it is not now a valid law? Mr. 8mith. That Is my understanding, | belonging to an ns=ocintion of coun
church and by your church, What 'was | Mr. Smith. In the bool? ur reiters and it were proved that ha
the answor? Mr. Tayler. In the book. exactly Mr. Tayler. Waa she marrled to him [ one of 4 body of twelve men,

My Smith, 1 hove glven the answer. Mr. Smith. Tes sir when vou saw her shortly bofore Lthat? meotlng, certaln 1o be very Intimate wi

Mr Tuylor. 1n the prayer [or amnesty Mr Tayler. And in connection with the Mr. Smith. That 1s my bellef. That s, | edch other from the nature of thelr relis
of December, 1881, which I8 found on page publlieation of the revelation iteself I do not know anything shout It, but that | ton, all of whom excopt himsolf
18, you and others signed thot applieation Mr. Emith. But the fact ls publicly and | {8 my baellef, that she was his wife formerly bolleved that countsrioiting -wag
fur amnesty, did ot universally known hy the poopie Mr Tayler. Your bellef Is thaot she was | ot only lawful, but. under certaln ofed

Mr. Smith. Yos sir. we did The Chalrman. There 15 one thing I |then his wife, when? When you first saw | cumstances under which they stood,

My Tuyler rely want to eall your (|"_'l n'nt J}'I‘glll-‘r“nnll} that 1 w.\;lrl to In!gk her and Knew her? i\l}']l ?l:ll! It was sought to
attention to the langrage of this ir e | RBOY a manifesto suspending polyg- W50 persons whoss aplalon,
ton respeoting [nul.u‘nm*\' irro'n.i..l_uum amy, T underatand, was & revelation and He Accompanied Cannon. of lfa. nnd practics he wag

The Chulrman  Where do vou read |8 direction to the churoh® Mr. Smith. When I first saw her. The | Kniow continued In the practics of eount
trom? ~ Mre. Smith, T underztand It, Mr. Chalr- | Irst time 1 ever paw her, If the ehairman | folting down 1o the present timo; wo

Mr. Tavle I read from aboul the sav- | man, just nx {t 1a stated there by Prest- | Wil permit me to tell the facts, was some | or
enth |»:llrru-' N _'“.‘(,_‘w,‘ 1% :;‘ the appll- | dent Woodrnff himself  Presidant Waond- | Umo In June—I do not remember the date \ he himself

catlan or prayer for amnesty ruff makes his own statement. 1 can not | —1806. 1 ¥ it that time president | lewful, and, <on
1 4 a ndd to nor take anything from that state- | ©f the Sterling Mining and Milling com- | mony which mi

W with
Aconrding to our creed, the head of the

. . ment piny. At that time | was not the presl- | after, that he practiced 1t?
chiurel ol f 1 tlm 1 time revelp- T = ~
Sk 't ;"'T" ':r”:r_rll_ ‘:l'_",nn‘:_ ”‘;" h!l ‘I";‘-- The Chalrman. Do vou understand that | dent of 5o many Institutions as 1 am now That last suggestlon, however,
ple. In Eoptamber ). the pr It was a revelntlon the same as other | Abraham Capnon was the manager of | iot be applicable to this cass
khe chureh in aneulsh and  pre revelotiona?” e mines Wa had a gentleman om- | he  distinotly i« lm=s  that

1
ol (0r help for his fleck and ree Mr. Smith. T undersfand personally | ployed by the name of Glliesple ns fore- | counterfoiter hin
misslon to adsvise the members of a0 Chusch | that President Woodruff was inspired to | man of the mines for a number of months, | th

If, but the

of Jowus Cheist of Lotter-day Salnts thae the | put forth that raanifesto but wa were loxing monoy and mattera | he bilongs te an assoeintion which
lnw commanding polygamy was hencaforth The Chalrman And In that sense 1t | Al not move satisfactorily, and Mr C nracticaily thot covertly
nurpendead | waa o rovelution? lexple moade a propositlon to My and permiln countorfolting in

Th= arthodnx members of the Mormon Mr. Emith. Well, It was a revelation te | non  to  lsase the mines and mills | large. Withott  Intimating
church had accepted the revelntion of Jo- | me There were two ten-stamp mills estab- | opindon that this tact Is true
seph Smith reéapeciing plural marriages as The Chalrman. Ye= lished at the mines [ wis asked by the of the caee which authorizes
Inving down a cardinal and fundamental Mr. Smith. Mosat emphatically board of directors to sccompany Abra- ult of this branch of Inguiry
doctrine of the ehureh, had they not® The Chalrman Yes:; and upon whieh | ham H. Cannhon to Los Angeles where s ollwr men” =

Mr. Smith  Yes, sir you rely. Thers {8 another revelation dl. | we met Mr. Gillesple apnd oentered Into

Ssnator Dubals Not Joseph Smith” ting plural marciages, 1 bellsve, pre- | & contraet with him to lease the mines ot ‘Beintoe B0k szl
Mr. Tayler, 1 mean Jos¢ph Smith, Je. vieus 14 that? to him, and thers, as the president of the of BraGtice Ia ¢lminated™
Mr Smith. Thut ”ii:m Mr Smith, Yes company, | had to sign a number of no nator Hoar Yo
Mr Tayler And as Is often stated In wnd 1o slgn B contract, he belng the o ! this polnt the commitice
thegs papers, plurnl morriages In conss- Belioves in Plural M.nrriages. nEer I accompanied Abraham H Oy cose for ton minuts
gquence of that had been entered Into? The Chalrman, And I understand you | non and his wife on that trip. and had
Mr Smith. Yeg, siy to &ay now that you believe It the former | one of my wives with me on that trip After Racess
revelation directing plural marringes In "He committes resz=emhl
Intent of Manifesto. splte of this Iu-.t'-rs revelation for a dis- \|KM|1 Fgown Gaoaon:for Yanrs [-::L:l.lll---r. '--'ulrrlll.l.. FocoNs mbled: at
Mr Tayler 'This manifesto wy ond- | continuance? Mr. Tuaylor How Intlmately had vou v Chalrman, Mr. Vi otk
wd tlu 1-:\«}. through '_-'.'n”u'--'- .'G",‘r'i"f“éh'l:. Mr. Smith. That {s slmply a matter of | known Abrabam H. Cannon before this? Nt de. T think
ever the Mormon church operated. was it ;)"':!"']r’ on my part. 1 ¢an not help my l :'"‘T‘ years you hud known him well, had
rot? HrllLe o, You &
Mr. Smith. 1t is so stated The Chairman. Yes, you adhere to tha | Mr Smith 1 had known him a great \,..J o
Mr, Tayler. It Is so stated” original revelation and discard the lat- | MAny years frme staned  that
Mr, Smith Yes, sfir [ ter ane Mr. Tayler. When did you first learn csoted ) '|'
Mr. Tayler. Well, whore? Mr. Smith, I adhere to both. 1 adheve | that Lillinn Hamlin was hls wife? Bt BTG P it s
Afr. Smith., In the Investigation that fol. |10 the first In my bellef I belleve that | Mr. Emith. Tho fArst that T suspectsd | material 1o {0l aristitng deent G
lowed the principle Is as correct a pringiple to- | snything of the lkind was on that trip, | affected ¥ A
Mr Tayler, Then the fact |s— doy na It was then lccauss I never knew the lady hefora matlte that
Mr. Smith. Befora the master in chan- The Chalrman, What principle? Mr. Tayler. Now, If Lillinn Hamlin, R AR
cory, I nuppos: MF Smith. The principle of plural mar- | within a year or two years prior (o June

Let him finlah his an- | tage I T had not belleved (4, Mr. Chalr- | 1585, was an  unmareled womnn,  how
man, 1 never would have married more | COuld ghe be married to Abraham M. Can- |
4 |

Mr it oan answer to sayv | than one wite non or Abraham M. Cannon
thot It In stated somewhere, unless it is The Chalrman.  That is all Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Cheirman, we obe- 3
stated In some document Senator Hoar. 1 understand that thia | Ject to the assuomption that Mr Tayler -

Mr Smith It Is stated In a document d revelation [s notia revalation dis- | mekesin that quostion .1 think it (s im-

Mr. Tayler. 1Is that the fact® tinulng polygamy,. but that it ls a rov- | proper that ho should make any assump- of th

Mr. Smith. Let me hear your gueatian, | €lation that the law commanding it Is | tlon In putling the question, I ask to I suppErt

Mr. Taylar, That the auspension of the | Stspended have the question read f. and the legal
Iaw  commanding polygamy  opernted Mr. Smith. TIa stopped Mr. Smith. 1 can say that I do net srewith
evervwhera upan the Mormon people Senatar Hoar, That Is the same thing. | know anything about It “lt was nlro desmod advizable that t
whether within the United States or with- [ Mr. Smith, The same thing Mr. Van Cott If he knows nothing | Senator from LUtah (Mr  Simget),
cut? Senator Honr. The word “suspended’ | about It. I expect thet does away with Y, ahouid, i he m
h'Mr Smith. That Is eur understanding, I‘l;hlrlk E-‘llunr'lu’l ‘ a % : : the abjection. mit -I--‘ml;.l'::-r |-|:r:':“ of
that it dil Mr. Smith t I# used subsequently to ) ot e

Mr Tayler DId this manifesto and the | the document Itgelf Tayier's Pointed Questions y Mokl n",'_r,z'_,,ﬁ',"
plea for amnesty affect alsa Lhe contlnu- Senator Hoar, 8o that T understand, it Mr. Taylor. Do you know that Tatlian | jesues and snrek the o of 1
ance of cohabltation between those who |1 et 1t right, that vour attltude ls that | Homlin was not his wife In 1s90° o g 2
hud beon previously moareeiod? while 1t was originally a divine com- Mr. Emith. 1 do not know ansthing Ihe chalr v

Mr Smith, |t was s0 declared in the | mand to practice It and so of course it | about It sir. I did not know the lady | 2it€ntion to
examination before the master In chan- | Must be a thing Inpnocont and lawful and | and never heard of her at all untll that stated in o K

enry proper in {tself in the nature of things | trip might outline hounds of
Mr. Taxler. | am asking you yer that the obligation to do It as a di- Mr Tayler DT vou Mnow that ehs was | TOTY
Mr nith.  Well, sir; 1 will hava to re- | ¥Vine ordinance 18 now diseontinued. and | engaged to be married to Abraham H Hoar's Undarstanding.
redh v memory by the written word, | therefore, there heing no divine command | Cannon's brother? e _
You have the written word there nnd that | to do I, your people submit themselves Mr. Smith: No, #ir; T dld not know that Senator Hoar 1 ratood, -\_" RS
gintes the foct aa (L exinted to the clvii Taw In that partfoular, Is that | Mr. Tayler. Do you know Georga Teng. | HAA. thitt the conch refiched by
Mr Tayler. | want to ask you for yvour | your idea? dnla? 'T'mlﬂ-dlc" was, stn briefly, t_hru t
answer to that question - Mr Smith. That Is correct Senator. Mr. Bmith. Yes, elr; I know George ;‘,'I"!l'"l I‘:‘ ;‘.f:““.‘]‘_”. l";!""-" \:::: K‘I‘lfﬁﬁ:
ate. Benith. ‘What 16:the question? Figures About Polygamy. T;‘.I‘f.dqli‘:t‘}lar, How long have you known | ' Reed Slgn”"t had (practiced polysa
Stenographer Reads Question. Senator Pornker. T understood you to | him? i 5‘;1'1 !'li-k" _]l_} Urffl"l-l-';'“-'i. li}“!1 ¢
M avle "he . y y say this morning that at all times prior Mr. Smith. T have known hi v y | Bhandoned 1ere there 13 only (HE
._..,‘,I,' "T il Th stenographer  will to any of (h;‘u-- declslons lnan!‘l prior Tt'lu this '.l%%i e mever sinae olt_lh»!;ﬂn;-;npl, (\;‘!;I;Iri\ “\l\‘ - :\‘ITl:v!lh:r:c%r ]r::t!
The stenographe e, " manifesto thers was only o Ema per Mr. Tayler. Hea s ons of the apostien? an offic 1} » Mormon chu M 0
DLl this r:!\n teatn rn;:dl ':;..fnll.l;::!;n, am- | cent of the membership of the church Mr, Smith. Yes, sir ¥ ° an oath or an obligation that was
tenty affect ulso the continuance of cohmbi- | that did in fact practice polygamy. Mr Tayler. How long has ha been ono | PT10T, In hls catimation and In .
tatlon betwoen thoss wha had been previoudly Mr. Smith. Not to exceed 3 por cent, | of tham? quirements upon him, to the onth or ob
marricd ? Senator Mr. Smith. That I could not tell you | UEdUon which he must take to qual
Mr Bmith. 1t was eo understood Senstor Foraker And that they were | from memory. ag # Senator. Thosa I understood to M
Mr Tayler. And dld vou #o understand | not required, and the revelation wars not Mr. Tavler, Wall, about how long? the two ls=sues, of which only the one §
t? constried to be a requiremant that every [ Mr. Smith. T should think over twenty | Témaining :

®a Lhiey area not Mr. Tayler You do not know whether | téstimony ar conzlder any such tentima

ould not that be one step in
thought counterfelt|s

Le other te
b Introduced

LIt ds clulmed, as 1 understand,

I= It not g

Van Cotr, If T understaond the ques

+ AL bl
the At4ment

cantrvasray
ymimlties

¥y intendsd 4
ihe  protest,

wree,
to define
the Legulry,
ire that he invl
lar subject,

* that the coun

Mr. Smith. I understond it so: ves, alr. | member of the Mormon church should | years Senator Dubofs. Mr. Chatrman, I
Mr. Tayler. The rovelatfon which Wil- | proctice plural marringe? Mr Tayler. How often do the first |!7 befr my testimaony as to what

ford Woodruff recelved. In consequence Mr Smith. No, glr, It was In the na- | presidency and the apostles meet?

curred, Both of those contentions

of which the command to take plural | ture of permission rather than manda- Mr. Bmith. Wa generally ‘'meet onca a | 90t aslde entirely. It wos not contenis

wives was suspended. did not, as  you | tory weelk that they =hould be atlempted 1o

understond It change the divine view of Senator Hopkina. That Is the way It Mr. Tayler. Wae ho a polygamiat? proven by the aitornevs represspting U

pliural marriages, dld 1t? was orginally, as you understand [t? Van Cott O ants.  Thoss two questions baliy
Mr. Smith. It did not change our be- | -AMr. 8mith. Yas, sir; that ls the original BRI L0 bjects. eliminated, 'the cotunsel

||,._-\t; ||!r g]lj ‘KA revelation. Bjrﬁ Van Cott. Mr. Ohalrman, we object :’II'-‘ :r'lml s nn n.r]ui»-i!] ::h“tl hfzr?;ﬂf:
Mr ayier. tC not cha ¥ [N to this questio o LT empt to prove, which e .

et st ol nge your b Signed Amnesty Plea. enth:h_"li:ﬁ:]:“grfnlf;:; Iﬂ}"":{n;"t’l;n“,hl: acdedines of the committes, and on th
Mpr. 8mith. Not at all. sir Mr. Tavler. You havae stated, as I re- | ingquiry affecting Mr Smoo right to be | the hearing was ordersd. It waa
Mr, Tayler. You continund to helleve | enll 1t, that you were one of those who | o Senator, as i‘n any offetise that may | 0rdered at all either upon the char

that plural marriages were right? slgned thes plea for amnesty In 1561 have bean committed by any other person. | Mr. Smoot wusa a polygemist or
Mr Smith. Wo do. I da, nt least 1 Ar Smith. That Ia correct Of course this objsction was one that was | bud taken an eath incompatible

do not answer for anvbady olss. 1 cane My Tavier. With you were all of the | modted at the time of the prelimingry | 90th as a Senotor

tinue to belleve as | did before leading officers of the church—that Is to | matter, Our position was stated by us, What the Issue Is,

Mr. Tayler. You stated what were the | say, tha first presidency and the twelve | and as I remember st that time Mr. Tay-

rtandurd Inspired works of ths church, | apostles—who wers In the country or|lor stated his position Thore nre Senator Beveridge Then, just whatdl

and we find In the book of doctrine and | avallable to sign that plea. Is that cor- | peversl Senators around the table st this | tho iscue?

eovenants the revelation made to Jaseph | roct? time who wers not present at that time Senator Dubols, 1 tha Sepators
Smith In 1843 respecting plural marrlages Mr Emith. Is the queation that all who | and In making the objectlon I wish to at the mectings they. would
Whera do we find the revelatlon suspend- | were avallable sigmed 1t° rofer just briefly (o the matter, so oS to but not having been at the m
Ing the operation of that commund?® Mr. Tayler Yes bring thoe history up to this timo

Mpr. Smith Printed In our publlec works Mr Bmith Yes, sir; [ belleve sn. 1 The chalrman at that time stated that Senator Foraker. 1 want to say !

Mr. Tayler. Printed In your publle | think thelr names ars thare he would llke our views on certaln mat- | wns called out of the city and I was 0
works? i Mr. Worthington. Are ¥ou referving to | ters. Onae of them that was mooted and | present, and I was pot present af

Mr Smith. Printed In pamphilet form. | the pled of 1201, Mr Tayvier? discyssad at same lttla leogth  wna | mesting at which counssl made the sis
You have a pamphlet of It right there Me. Tuayler Yes: the plea of 1861 They | whother It was materinl to Inqulre into | nient to which 'the Senstor from 1d

Manifesto Not Printed in Books. are not altached to the capy 1 have be- | anything except what mffected Reod | refers

fore me. that ls why I asked the ques- | S;noot.  Roesd Smoot 18 clalming his seat Senntor Tubols, The statement of

Me. Tayler. 1t Is not printed in your | tion 3 ny United Stiates Senator. If he has eom- | Sennior from Iduho will not be ma
work of I'im:[t'l_fie and Covenants? Mr Van Cott It is on pags 15, Just | mitted wny offsnse, as polygamy, If he | any Senator who was at the mesinge

My, Bmith. No, sir; nor a great many | above the quotation has taken any oath that Is Ihconslstent senator Foraleer. | say 1 was not st U
other revelutions, elther 3r, Tayler. 1 think there was one who | with good feliowship, of course that can | meeting, 1 understood that the cormitd

Mr. Tavler Nor a great many other | Ald not slgn It, because he wam absent ba Inquired into; but it was clitlmed by | teached the eopclosion T have stated §
revelations? Senator Smoot. Fe elgned It afterward, | counsel for the protestants at that time | tho meeting when | was present d

Mr. Bmith. Yes, eir Mr. Tapyler. that they would g0 Into offenses thut they | not know that the lssue was afterwis

Mr Tayler How many revelations do Mr. Tavler. That plea for amnesty, be- | alleged had been committad by other per- | changad. I it hax béan changed, 1 WO
you gupposc— , aldes plédging the sbandonment of the | sons than Resd Smoot, and the question | ke somabody to atute it

Mr. Smith. T could not tell you how | practice of taking lural wives alwo | {g whother that Is materin]l It was dls- Senator Heverldge. So should I
many pledged the signers of that petitlon and | cussed at that time before some of the Mr, Toyler. Lot me clear this awas,

Mr. Tayler. But a great many? all othera over whom they could exer- | Sunators present, but not decided, It be- | Chulrman.

Mr. 8mith, A great many cise any control to an obedlence of all | fng announced afterward, as I vnderstood, Sonator Foraker, [ never knew

Mr Tayler. Why huve they not beon | the luws respecting the marriage rela- | that, that matter would bs deelded and | Mr, Tayler stated (t a while ago that

printed In the Book of Doctring and Cove- | tijon? assed upon when wo came to the intro- | had abandened the idea of proving-1
e Brilth. Bensuse it Hax mdt ho My, Hdinith, “Tea i duction of teatimany T | ey Smowt had takon & o of his odl

: reaune s on erfured with the obligs '
deemed necessary to  publish  or print Knew Abrabam H. Cannon. Salt Laker Warms Up. u M:h 1:'..3;1" I eannot abandon thi

them Mr. Tayler. DIid you know, in his life- | At that time T made the statement, and | which T nover occupled or posss

Mr Tayffr. Are they matte's that | time, Abram H. or Abram M. Cannon? | I repeat it. that If this were {n n court of | | Senator Dubols. He never alleged 168
have heen procialmed to the peaple at Mr. Smith.  Abraliam H Cannon—I | justice to Introduce testlmony tending Senator Foraker. Bear with ma su
lnrge? knew him well 4o show that A, B and C Wero gullty of | ute. Thera will be plenty of tims




